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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the. basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 6, and 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ficco et al [PG Pub No. US 2002/0035404A1]. 

As for claim 1, Ficco discloses a system supporting access, monitoring, and 
control of appliances. The system comprises a set top box at a first location and at 
least one home appliance at the first location (paragraph 19). Paragraph 19 teaches 
that a set top box (STB) is located in a home network and is capable of controlling home 
appliances. A local area network operationally couples the STB to the at least one 
home appliance via a wired or wireless connection, to allow access monitoring, and 
control of the at least one home appliance (paragraphs 40, 93, and 94). 

Regarding claims 2 and 6, Ficco discloses a system comprising a personal 
computer at a remote second location, a server at a remote third location, and a wide 
area network operationally coupling the set top box, the personal computer, and the 
server via a wireless connection (paragraph 132). Ficco teaches that from a remote 
computer, a user is capable of accessing information from a network service provider 
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(server) and communicating that information to the STB. The Internet serves as the 
wide area network for operationally coupling the components. 

As for claims 10-12, Ficco shows discloses several home appliances that may 
be used in the invention (paragraph 40). It is inherent that any device capable of being 
connected to the network could be monitored and/or controlled. 

As for claim 13, disclosed is a remote control at the first location, for controlling . 
the operation of the STB (paragraph 48). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3-6 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ficco et al as applied to the claims above and further in view of Sagar [PG Pub No. 
US 2003/0061077 A1]. 

Regarding claims 3-5, Ficco does not specifically disclose a wide area network 
comprising a broadband access headend. In an analogous art, Sagar discloses that a 
wide area network may include a broadband access headend and that an Internet 
infrastructure maybe operationally coupled to the headend (Fig. 2 and paragraphs 19- 
21 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to combine the broadband access headend taught by Sagar 
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with the remote server and wide area network taught by Ficco because a combination 
would result in a system, which would operate faster and provide a larger bandwidth. 
Further, Sagar indicates in paragraph 19 that various forms of data communication 
would be suitable in this type of system. This reasonably appears to encompass cable 
and satellite communications. 

As for claims 7-9, Ficco does not disclose an STB that comprises a broadband 
communications interface. Sagar discloses the use of broadband communication. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention by 
the applicants to include a broadband communication interface and software supporting 
communication between the interface and at least on peripheral device if the teachings 
of Ficco and Sagar were combined. Broadband communication is viewed as a design 
choice and it is obvious that all essential components would be included if this type of 
communication were used. Ficco discloses that the STB may communicate with a 
display or television (paragraph 48). 

5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ficco et 
al as applied to the claims above and further in view of Edson [U.S. Patent No. 
6526581]. 

Regarding claim 14, Ficco does not disclose a system wherein the local area 
network comprises an Ethernet infrastructure. In an analogous art, Edson discloses a 
home network, which comprises a home PNA infrastructure (column 7, line 58 - column 
8, line 2). Several communication methods were known in the art at the time of the 
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invention by the applicant. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to use a home PNA infrastructure in the system of Ficco because it could take 
advantage of the existing telephone lines within a home. 

6. Claims 15-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ficco et al as applied to the claims above, further in view of Van Der Muelen [PG Pub 
No. US 2003/0061615 A1] and in even further view of Lee et al [PG Pub No. US 
2003/0182412]. 

As for claims 15 and 25, it can be seen from the rejections above that Ficco 
discloses a method for access, monitoring, and control of appliances via a 
communication network. The method comprises identifying by a first system, at a first 
location, at least one home appliance communicatively coupled to the first system (see 
claim 1 above). A communication link can be established between the first system and 
the at least one appliance. As written, claim 15 of the present invention does not require 
that the prior art teach that a home appliance be communicatively coupled to a first and 
second system. Ficco does not disclose a step of verifying authorization for control of 
the at least one home appliance by the first system. 

In an analogous art, Van Der Meulen discloses that it was known in the art at the 
time of the invention by the applicant to include a step of verifying authorization for 
control of appliances (paragraph 16). Though Van Der Meulen does not specifically 
state that the system must verify the identity of the user, the reference teaches the use 
of login names and passwords. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time of the invention by the applicant that login names and passwords are 
used to verify authorization to control devices. One might include this feature in the 
system to prevent guest, children, or unwanted intruders from controlling devices on the 
home network. It is obvious that if a user's login and password are correct that control 
commands would be communicated to the at least one home appliance. Otherwise, 
commands would not be communicated. Neither Ficco nor Van Der Meulen disclose 
that the system receives a response from a home appliance if a command is 
communicated. 

In an analogous art, Lee discloses a system wherein home appliances are 
capable of transmitting status signals to a control device in response to user commands 
(paragraph 32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention by the applicant to combine the home networking system of Ficco with 
the monitoring and security features of Van Der Meulen and Lee because the 
combination would result in a home networking system with added security. Only 
authorized users could control the system and those users would be able to determine 
the status of the home appliance after commands are sent. This would reduce the 
amount of duplicate and erroneous commands received by the home appliance. 

As for claims 16-19, Ficco discloses a system, which comprises a set top box 
and may include a personal computer. The system also comprises a server operated 
by a third party service provider (see claim 1 above, paragraph 49). 
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Regarding claims 20-22, Ficco discloses that a home appliance may include 
several devices including a microwave oven or a heating and cooling unit (Figure 1 and 
paragraph 40). 

As for claims 23, 24, and 26 Ficco discloses that the communication links may 
be wired or wireless (paragraphs 86 and 91). 

Regarding claims 27 and 28, Ficco discloses in paragraph 41 that home 
appliance commands may include power on, mode adjustment, or parameter change 
commands. If the home appliance receives a power on command, it is obvious that the 
home appliance would respond by powering on. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Though not used in an art rejection Jeon et al, Krzyzanowski et 
al, Sharood et al, and Slemmer et al, all taught home network systems that were useful 
during the examination of this application. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric M. Blount whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2973. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571 ) 272-2981 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Eric M. Blount 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2636 




